DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
OMAHA DISTRICT CORPS OF ENGINKENS
€014 US, POST OFFICK AND COURTHOUSK
OMAHA, NERRASKA 08102

REPLY TO
ATTENTION o September 5, 1985

Environmental (SF) Branch

Mr. Roy Schrock

U,8, Environmental Protection Agency
Region III

841 Chestnut Street:

Philadelphia, Pennaylvania 19106

Dear Mr. Schrock:
Enclosed are the Corps of Engincers, Missouri River Divieion,

comments on the latest revision to the feasibility study for
the Sand, Gravel and Stone Superfund Site in Elkton, Maryland,

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Kathryn Schenk,
Telephone: FTI8 864-4868 or 402-221-4868,

Sincerely,

A1 Crnte

8, L. Carlock, P.E.
Chief, Environmental (SF) Branch
Engineering Division
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ORIGINAL
(Reﬂ)

MRD CORPS OF ENGINEERS
aaba  Disnicr  ENGINEERING REVIEW COMMENTS

PLANS & SPECIPICATIONL AND/OR DEBIGN REPORT DESIGNED BY: PROJECT:

snaiae F, 8. FINAL AB-ADY, AR pisr] Sand, Gravel & Stone 8ite
LOCATION OR BASK: INVITATION NO.; BID OPRNING DATE
Elkton, Maryland

COMMENTS BY BRANCH OR SRCTION 1 DATR
R. Donovan Geotech Br, 4 September 1985

[orawing wueen on . #HONED Tos
PARACRAPH NOMBER COMMENTS SHEET L. 0F 1 | (amepate)

9.1.3 , State Design Basis for 2 foot thick .

Table 9-1-6 not included,

3, iﬁee comment 1.

able 9-1~3 retained clay, FML, & Soi] additives

At

{tives?

Table 10-4-]1 {ndicates 83,500 cy of soi] needed for,

clay cap. Discuss availability of this_gua

construction time va. FML.

10.5.1 Interceptor trenches consist of open sheet-piled
excavations, Discuss whether the groundwater

jcontaminant may gorrode the shestpile.

.[-: 2 ‘
v

___\-

MRD %024 0691  ravious kpiTions oF THIS FORM WILL BE UIED UNTIL SKHAVSTED




ORIGINAL

f WRD

CORPR O TNCINEERS
Dottt o ENGINEERING REVIEW COMMENTS

(Red)

LOCATION OR BAIK)
Elkton, MD

PLANS & OPECIFICATIONLAND/OR DRIGN RRPQAT QNED BY! ROIRCT
ﬂnnm PINAL | i“"‘"' H“ D,," S'ma. Gravel and Stone

INVITATION NO,; D OPRNING DATE!

Feasibilit ud

COMMENTS &Y ¢
Tomiann McDaniel

BRANCH OR BRCTION 1 DATR

oRAMING NowaEw ORE 1M
PARAGRAPH NUMDER | NUMBER

Geology Sec, 30_August

COMMENTS SHEET 1 OF L

1985 |
FHONED TO:
(Name/Date)

1.

Suggest. that spunp Lest be run on the shallow aqui=t

fer to confirm the hvdraulic conductivitias ob-

tained from the slug tests, No xate of punpage

from the trenches was given in the report, This

wil] be neccssary for the treatment plant design

12 _there any reason to believe that water will nar

sasily recharge through the ponda and swamp?

The number of drums given is based on a number of

assymptions, This nuober.could sanily be overrun

or underrun and this ghould be kept in mind when

determining bid {tems.

MRD %% 09

PREVIOUS BDITIOND OF THIS INTIL BXHAVOTRD




ORIGINAL
(Red)

U © MRD . CORPS OF ENGINEARS 0 .
0 by ENGINEERING REVIEW CORMENTS | ©  aomoen ™

& APRCIPICATIONLAND/OR DRSION RER $IGNED BY! PROJECT:  Band, Gravel, &
ABADY, AL [T Stone, I$

LOCATION OR PASK: INVITATION NO,; 91D OPENING DATR:

Rlkeon, MD

BRANCH OR PECTION PATE)
G, Mhearer ' MuoRp-1 8/30/85

PHONED 701

DRANING NUMICR OR
PARAGRAPH MMMCR COMMENTS WO 0P 2 | (wameypete)

Specitic Dascription of Alternative D-1 (p, 10-42), The

10.6.1.1 raport states that "The RI data shoved that noul)Jl

(For A/8) contaminated soils did not descend deyond 3 to 4

fast helow the aurface." Only 6 sanples were u)m\L

below 3 feet which is an {nsufficient number of

ginples to base that atatement on. Also, the dats

do not necesearily egres with that statement. JFor

exsmpler

" [} 1
SAMPLE [ 3 4

§85-11 Acetone 670 2700 No ssnple

888-16 Acetones ND 500 500 ug/kg

Thers may be aome spots whers significant soil

contanination is present below 3 fest,

9.5 Table 9-1+6 1s raferred to et the top of the page

(p. 9+42) and Table 9=1=7 40 refarrsd to near the bottom of

the page. Doth tables ware present and numbered

9=1=6 and 9-1-7 {n the preliwinary Draft 7S, The

tables should bs renumberad §-3-1 and 9=3-2 respece,

tively, Table 9=5-1 (formerly 9=1-6) is missing fn
this final Draft 78, Table §+3-1 {n this final

Drafe 78 (formerly $-1-7) would than havs to be
tuabered 9-3-2,




ORIGINAL
(Red)

NRD CORPS OF ENGINEERS K. SCHENX
Fg . Dinies  ENGINEERING REVIEW CONMENTS MRORD-E

PLANA & SPRCIFICATIONS AND/OR DEHQN REPORT DEMONRD BY rrojrers  Sand, Cravel, &

PRELDM PINAL AS-ADV, AR out] _Stone Feasibility Study

LOCATION OR BAIK: INVITATION NO..! 21D OPENING DATR)
Rlkton, Cecil County, Msxyls

COMMENTS BY BRANCH OR BRCTION | PATR)
J. Carroll MRDED-L 14 Aug 85

DRAWING WUNBER OR 1 y | w0
PARAGRAPH NUMEER COMMENTS SHELT 20 OF = | (NamesDate)

General The monitoring phases of all alternatives avaluate

appear adequate to identify gross changes in

contaminant composition and excent of migration.

'm',i. 10-3-1 The figure showa Residential Well 10 and the

Table list Residential Well 07. (Otherwise the

tvo agree,) These should be made consistent,

ternative
p-1 Excavation is anticipated to a depth of 3 feet

(on pg. 10-37). While this may be an appropriate

mean  for cost estimation, for the remedial action

itself a set of contaminant concentrationa should

be used as an action level. Then the work would

not aimply "approach the point of diminishing

returns,” but would reach the defined point of

insufficient return,

8ince the action level used dependa on projections

of the leaching of residusl contaninants and other

potential pathways of exposure, these levels

e O should be studied as part of the FS and not simply

added in the ROD, ‘
ternativas
-2, & | Ses comment under D-l. I

MRD U5, 0491  saxviovs aniTiows oF THIS PORY WILL BR USRD UNTIL RAAVITED




DRELIIRARY

0 MRD CORPS OF ENGINEERS T ,.Bryce Lietl
0 biniq ENGINEERING REVIEW CONMENTS T
'lé”. & IPECIFICATIONS AND/GR DRIIGN KERORT peslanep AY: PROJRCT! SIl'd. ’ctﬂvol and

PRRLIM FINAL ABADV,
INVITATION NO; BID OPRNINO DATR:

LOCATIUN OR BASE) '

Flkton, MD
COMMENTR BY 1 NRANCH O 3ECTION 4 DATER:

G. Shearer MRDED-1,

3/10/85

1 1 PHONED 10:
COMMENTS SHEET e OF v (NaresOete)

ORARING NUHBER OR
PARAGRAPH NUMUER

General There ate three names which seem to ba used incer

{changeably « Maryland Sand and Gravelstons Co.,

Macyland Sand, Guavel, end Stone Co., and Sand,

Gravel, and Stone Co. Te there any real difference

|betwean them?

Most of the maps are quita blurry and hard to resd,

which mada 1t difficult for us to ascertain whare

aamples were taken, The clearest one 4s Figure

[4=4=8 (p. 426),

Thia RI report liacs only data from this project,

Data from earlier studies ware not included aa i

Iof:en done in RI reports at other eites, Dlia

from earlier studies vould ba helpful tn analysing

the site,

Ponda 01 and 02 and the vaste close by appears Lo

pcvc the highest levels of organic contemination

lby far (aomples W3-12, $ED-21, and SES-04)., The

Iconcantratlonl are vary high, but the valuos cannot

lbo used vith much confidence when 80 much of the

Ianalynta data has been rejected, The deta in

MRD ,%3%%s 0691  srevious soizions or THIs ATIL SRRAUSTED




G,

O MR P$ OF ENGINEZRS 1 Beuca LI
T ENGINEERING REVIEH COMNENTS ornp

PLANE & SPECIFIGATIONS AND/OR DEAIGN REPQNT DESIGNED BY) FROJECT:  Sand, Cravel and
- PRELY 4 FINAL ASADY, AR 01sT) S

P ——"
BUCATION 4P DARK: ' INVITATION NO.!

Rikton, MD
CLAMENTS LY ¢ RRANSH OR JECTION | DATE
C. Shoaror MERED~1, SL10L8%
PHONLD 102

SRENING VUMELD OR] 110
BaBasAARY NstR | WMelR COMMCHTS SHEET e OF wude (Yane/Dats)

Bi0 OPKNING RATR!

Table 3=2=3 (volatile organics in sadiments) shovs

an inadequate Jeval of quality control., Seven

vials vera broken before they ever got to the lab

for analysis, and the rest of the data has far too

many rejected values. Same of the other tables

have sore rajectad data than I would liks Lo uee,

but $~2+3 ia the worse,

The waste samplas vera analyzed for the 8 RCRA

metals by EP Toxicity Test, Tha ather naumples

vere snalyzed for 10 of the prierity pollutant

metals, Probably should have acalyzed for the

19 prioricy poliutantomatals.

Firsc ssnctence mancions three bedrock boreholen,

Howaver, only one is centioned anywhera elsa.

"None of these stacions detected VOC species . o "/

SiW=18 and SUW=-19 are Lncluded n :hu ascatement,

acngt I“‘“’""' Table 4=4=9 (p, 4=69) shows up to 12

volacile ocganice i{n these samples, including

‘chlarob.nzenc at 5,280 ug/L, st

unon PO, A0)  eaesious roiTiont OF 180 UNTIL KXHACSTED




Okitsi,.:
(Red;

TT Mro ! CORPS OF ENGINEERS to  Bruce Little
g Diis ENGINEERING REVIEW COMMENTS MROED-B

[ !Alvlﬂrmhnou~«no/uuntnonanv n:unn:nnv, l FrojRet: Sand, Gravel and
PRELIM IINM. AI-ADV AL DIAT cane Q“’ B:
WOCATIUN ON AATE! e " T INVITATION NO,, D10 OPENING DATR:
Elkton, WD ’
COMMENTI BV} BRANGH OR ARCTION | DATR)

C. Shaarar HRNED-L 5/10/85

ORAWENG NuMAEA QR 3 3 PHOMLD TO:
PARAGRAPN NUHRCR ComnENTS SEET== 0P | (awespate)

pr 5=5,5-7 The location of eample SW=30 1a not marked on

Flgure 5~1=4, The location of SH+36 on Figure

S=1-4 is marked on the wrong aide of Old Elk Neck

Road,

(Next to last paragraph) Pond 03, not 01, vas

monttored by Stations SW<05, =06, and =07,

8-14, 8-13 |Uaing TCLO, TD50, TDLO, etc. can ba somavhat

lconfuatn;. TDLO, LDLO, stc. values could be due

to a lab animal that has a great deal of giological

variability compared to the avarage, 7TD50, LDSO,

atc. values should be much move raproducible,

0.‘91 L L LIRS . LAY




